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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claim 1, 2, 3, 4, 5. 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 18, 19, 20, 11. 12, 13, 14, 15, 16 and 17 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Hanson (U.S. Patent 
5,257,206). 
Regarding claim 1: 

Hanson discloses an alarm management method comprising: providing one or 
more type of weight coefficients for each alarm generated by an apparatus to be 
managed (Col. 2, Lines 5-43, fig. 1, unit 335, 310); multiplying the weight 
coefficient types to obtain the total weight coefficient for each alarm (Col. 1 1 , 
Lines 4-30); multiplying by the total weight coefficient, a 'V which represents a 
case count for one generation of each alarm, and obtaining a weighted case 
count for each alarm (Col. 10-11, Lines 48-30, Col. 12, Lines 18-67); adding the 
weighted case counts for individual alarms to prepare statistics for the weighted 
number of alarm generation cases (Col. 5-6, Lines 56-33, Col. 10-11, Lines 48- 
30). 
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Regarding claim 6: 

Hanson discloses an alarm management method comprising: correlating each 
alarm generated by an apparatus to be managed and apparatus data 
representing the status of the apparatus by employing a date and time wherein 
the alarm was generated as a key (Col. 5-6, Lines 56-34); preparing a trend 
graph for predetermined apparatus data included In the apparatus data obtained 
from the apparatus to be managed (fig. 4,5, 6, 7, 8, 9); and displaying on the 
trend graph a date and time whereat a predesignated alarm was generated 
based on the correlation (fig. 6, 7). 
Regarding claim 7: 

Hanson discloses an alarm management method comprising: preparing statistics 
only for alarms that ware generated by an apparatus to be managed when 
predetermined apparatus data included in the apparatus data that are obtained 
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from the apparatus data that represent the status of the apparatus, have a 
predeeignated value or are within a predesignated range (fig. 6,7). 
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Regarding claim 11: 

Hanson discloses an alarm, management apparatus comprising: a data 
collection device for collecting alarm date for alarms generated by an apparatus 
to be managed (abstract); a database device for storing the alarm data collected 
by the data collection device (fig. 6, 7); and an alarm statistic device lor preparing 
alarm statistics using the alarm data stored by the database device (fig. 6, 7), the 
alarm statistic device including, a weight coefficient provision unit for providing 
one or more types of weight coefficient for each alarm (Col. 10-11, Lines 48-25, 
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Col. 12. Lines 3-65), a total weight coefficient calculation unit for multiplying the 
weight coefficients for each alarm to obtain a total weight coefficient, a weighted 
case count calculation unit for multiplying by the total weight coefficient (Col. 10- 
11, Lines 48-25, Col. 12, Lines 3-65), a'V that represents a case count for one 
generation of each alarm, and for obtaining a weighted case count for each 
alarm, and a statistics preparation unit for adding weighted case counts for 
individual alarms to obtain statistics for the weighted number of alarm generation 
cases (Col. 10-11, Lines 48-25, Col. 12, Lines 3-65, fig. 6, 7)). 
Regarding claim 16: 

Hanson discloses an alarm management apparatus comprising: a data collection 
device for collecting alarm data for alarms generated by are apparatus to be 
managed (abstract); a database device for storing the alarm data collected by the 
data collection device (Col. 2, Lines 5-50) ; and an alarm statistic device for 
preparing alarm statistics using the alarm data stared by the database device 
(fig. 6, 7), the alarm statistic device including, a linking unit for employing , as a 
key (Col. 5-6, Lines 56-34), a date and a time whereat an alarm was generated 
and for correlating each al arm generated by the apparatus with apparatus data 
representing the status of the apparatus (Col. 1-2, Lines 65-2, fig. 6, 7) ; a trend 
graph preparation unit for preparing a trend graph for predetermined apparatus 
data included in the apparatus data (fig. 6-7), and a display unit for displaying the 
trend graph prepared by the trend graph preparation unit (fig. la, unit 240), and 
for, based on the correlation, displaying on the trend graph a date and time 
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whereat a predesignated alarm was generated (Col. 1-2, Lines 57-2, fig. 6, 7, 15, 
11). 

Regarding claim 17: 

Hanson discloses an alarm management apparatus comprising: a data collection 
device for collecting alarm data for alarms generated by an apparatus to be 
managed (Col. 2, Lines 2-42); a database device for storing the alarm data 
collected by the data collection device (fig. 2, unit 140), 150); and an alarm 
statistic device for preparing alarm statistics using the alarm data stored by the 
database device (fig. 2, unit 245), the alarm statistic device including, a filtering 
unit for extracting, as statistical targets, only alarms that ware generated by the 
apparatus when predetermined apparatus data (fig. 6, 7), included in apparatus 
data, had a predesignated value or was within a predealgneted range, a statistics 
preparation unit for preparing statistics for the alarms extracted by the filtering 
unit (fig. 6, 7, Col. 9. Lines 39-54, Col. 10-11. Lines 49-30). 
Regarding claim 2, Hanson discloses wherein the one or more weight coefficient 
types include a weight coefficient designated by a user as an inherent value 
for each alarm type (Col. 9-10, Lines 55-16, fig. 6, 7); Regarding claim 3, Hanson 
discloses one or more weight coefficient type' include a weight coefficient 
designated by a user for each time an alarm is generated (fig. 6, 7); Regarding 
claim 4, Hanson discloses one or more weight coefficient types include a weight 
coefficient that is automatically determined based on a predetermined rule (fig. 6, 
7); claim 5, Hanson discloses the automatically determined weight coefficient is 
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determined in accordance witli a period extending from the generation, in the 
apparatus, of a specific alarm to be managed until the specific alarm is canceled 
(fig. 6. unit 348, fig. 7, unit 351); 

claim 12, Hanson discloses a weight coefficient setup unit for setting up, as one 
of the weight coefficients, a unique weight coefficient for each alarm type (Col. 2, 
Lines 5-43, fig. 7, unit 351); claim 13, Hanson discloses a weight coefficient 
setup unit for setting up, as one of the weight coefficients, a weight coefficient for 
each time an alarm is generated (Col. 2, Lines 5-43, fig. 7, unit 351); claim 14, 
Hanson discloses based on predetermined rule one of the weight coefficients 
(fig. 2, unit 140, 160, fig. 3, unit 320, 340, 160, 330, 345); claim 15, Hanson 
discloses a weight coefficient in accordance with period from extending of a 
specific alarm to cancel of alarm (fig. 2, unit 140, 160, fig. 3, unit 320, 340. 160, 
330, 345, fig. 7, unit 351); claims 8, 9, 10, 18, 19 and 20, Hanson discloses an 
alarm ID to identify the alarm (fig. 6, unit 346, 347). 

Response to Arguments 
2. Applicant's arguments filed 09/08/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

A. Applicant argues in the arguments that the prior art does not show all the 
limitation in claim 1. 

In claim 1, Hanson discloses an alarm management method comprising: 
providing one or more type of weight coefficients for each alarm generated by an 
apparatus to be managed (Col. 2, Lines 5-43, fig. 1, unit 335, 310), here Hanson 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/72 1 ,084 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2863 

talks about each data collected with variable data value for each respective 
process, based on this process a statistical process is derived. The examiner 
reminds to the applicants that during patent examination, the pending claims 
must be "given the broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the 
specification." Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims during 
prosecution, and broad interpretation by the examiner reduces the possibility that 
the claim, once issued, will be interpreted more broadly than is justified. In re. 
Prater. 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05. 162 USPQ 541, 550-51 (CCPA 1969). While the- 
meaning of claims of issued patents are interpreted in light of the specification, 
prosecution history, prior art and other claims, this is not the mode of claim 
interpretation to be applied during examination. During examination, the claims 
must be interpreted as broadly as their terms reasonably allowed. Although the 
claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 
26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). The teaching of Col. 2. Lines 5-43 can be 
construct for ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made as 
'providing one or more type of weight coefficients for each alarm generated by an 
apparatus to be managed'. 

As regards to 'multiplying the weight coefficient types to obtain the total weight 
coefficient for each alarm' (Col. 11, Lines 4-30), Hanson shows the 'total weight 
coefficient for each alarm' is inherently multiple by it own representation. As 
regards to multiplying by the total weight coefficient, a '1' which represents a 
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case count for one generation of each alarm, and obtaining a weighted case . 
count for each alarm' (Col. 10-11, Lines 48-30, Col. 12, Lines 18-67), again 
Hanson discloses here each of the claim limitation. Ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to know that any factor is based multiple by '1' to 
itself as shown in Hanson invention of Col. 10-11, Lines 48-30, Col. 12, Lines 18- 
67. 

As regards to 'adding the weighted case counts for individual alarms to prepare 
statistics for the weighted number of alarm generation cases' (Col. 5-6, Lines 56- 
33, Col. 10-11, Lines 48-30), Hanson discloses the limitation as noted in Col. 5-6, 
Lines 56-33, Col. 10-11, Lines 48-30 where each factor statistics weighted 
resulted best also shown in fig. 5-8. 

B. Applicant continues to argue arguments that the prior art does not show the 
'alarm generated by an apparatus to be. managed and apparatus data 
representing the status of the apparatus by employing a data and time wherein 
the alarm was generated as a key'. Hanson discloses 'alarm generated by an 
apparatus to be managed and apparatus data representing the status of the 
apparatus by employing a data and time wherein the alarm was generated as a 
key' in fig. 4,5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 15 as well as in Col. 2, Lines 5-43, here Hanson 
discloses using thresholds including trend alarm thresholds so that the computer 
can indicate whether or not there is statistical evidence of non-random behavior 
such as a trend or a shift in the real time measured process variable data. 
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Ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made can construct this 
as 'alarm generated by an apparatus to be managed and apparatus data 
representing the status of the apparatus by employing a' data and time wherein 
the alarm was generated as a key'. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed 
within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tung S Lau whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2274. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5:30. If attempts to 
reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supen/isor, 
John Barlow can be reached on 571-272-2269. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 
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